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Office Action Summary 


Application No. 


Applicant(s) . . .1 


Examiner . ^ ^ 


Group Art Unit 





—The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet beneath the correspondence address- 
Period tor Response 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR RESPONSE IS SET TO EXPIRF -3 MONTH(S) FROM THE 
MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. ^ ' 

' Sf.iTre^,rcS^^^^^^ °' ^''^ ' "° ^^^"♦^ ^ -P""- SIX (6) MONTHS 

- If the period for response specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a response within the statutoiy minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely 

- If NO penod for response is specified above, such period shall, by defauN, expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication 

- Failure to respond within the set or extended period for response will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 

Status 

^Responsive to communication(s) filed on ^' 3^^^ 

^^This action is FINAL. 

□ Since this application is in condition for allowance except forfonnal matters, prosecutron as to the merits is closed in 
accordance with the practice under Sf parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1; 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims . 

]<Claim(s) ' 



. is/are pending in the application. 



Of the above claim(s) _ withdrawn from consideration. 

° is/are allowed. 

/^CIaim(s) LJl} ,3/3^^ ^^^^^ 

° ^'^'"^(s) is/are objected to. 

□ Claim(s) _ _ gj.g s^ijjgpj tQ restriction or election 

Application Papers requirement. 

□ See the attached Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-948. 

□ The proposed drawing correction, filed on is □ approved □ disapproved. 

□ The drawing(s) filed on is/are objected to by the Examiner. 

□ The specification Is objected to by the Examiner. 

□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 (aHd) 

□ Acknowledgment Is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 11 9(a)-(d). 

□ All □ Some* □ None of the CERTIFIED copies of the priority documents have been 

□ received. 

□ received In Application No. (Series Code/Serial Number) 

□ received in this national stage application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 1 7.2(a)). 
^Certified copies not received: 

Attaciiment(s) 

□ Infomiation Disclosure Statement(s). PTO-1 449, Paper No(s). □ interview Summary. PTO-41 3 

□ Notice of References Cited. PT0.892 □ Notice of Infomial Patent Application. PT0.152 

□ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-948 □ other 
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Claims 1-21 are rejected under 35 USC 103 as unpatentable over Kuroda, Wajima or 
Sugiyama in view of Tsuji or Onishi for the specific reasons set forth in paper 5 (1 1-27-01). 
Applicant argues that Tsuji and Onishi are non analogous art because they are SAW devices. 
However, Devices can be filters, delay lines or resonators Further they use piezoelectric 
technology. 

Still further, the devices of Onishi and Tsuji are both classified and cross-referenced in 
the subclass of piezoelectric devices that deals with the mounting and housing of piezoelectric 
devices - all piezoelectric devices. Thus these references are seen to be analogous. The 
examiner cannot agree with applicants position that merely duplicating elements (providing two 
laminated substrates rather than one) is a patentable disbibution.- Such decisions would be based 
on how much board surface is needed for the associated circuit element's. 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed imtil after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. 
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In no event will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the 
date of this final action. 

Budd/ds 



05/09/02 
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